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Mr. Kohler tabled the redrafted version of the paper on ooviet 
intentions completed by the editorial subgroup in the corning and sug- 
gested that the tforkinj Group begin its editorial work on tnis paper 
as a first section of tiia report to the Foreign Ministers, .<r. demesne y 



reviewed thj cnangos which hud oaen toade in the pupar tiiy the subgroup. 
With iainor otianges tna p. per was adopted. 

The Group next coiuiiierod the all-German section of the Working 
Group report tauled by the American side in tne last meeting (II .WvJ/V.B) , 
The disoussion revolved mainly around tne question of whether there 
should ue changes in the sections of the .'eeturn Peace Plan having to 
do with disarmament as had been suggested by the British. Qr. Carstena 
pointed out that if all disoussion on disarmament were left out of the 
Western Peace Plan, it might well appear to the German public that the 
link between disarmament and reunification which had been made in earlier 
Western positions on Germany and wnich already appeared to have undergone 
a number of changes h.ui now oeen completely abandoned. For political 
rtiim, therefore, the Federal Government was most anxious that the 
present disarmament aeotione be left in the Plan. The Federal Government 
would like to aujgest that the Peace Plan oe left in its original form 
and that the Western summit participants take account of possible 
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developments in the diuarmaraent conference affecting Oermany through 
making an oral statement in their presentation of the Psace Plan at the 
summit to the effect that its disarmament jiortions did not represent 
the final position of the Western powers on this subject and were sub- 
joot to alteration in the light of actual developments. Mr. Kohler eaid 
that tuis sssmed a useful suggestion, since to take out disarmament 
completely from the Western Peace Plan might leave a gaping and sus- 
picious hole. Ae far as lie knew thera wag nothing in the Western disarm- 
ament position contrary to the disarmament sections of the Peace Plan. 
Or. Carstsnc , eaid this was also his impression. 

lord Hood said that the case for the U.Kt suggestion to oait 
discussion of disarmament in the Peace Plan was to give the Peace llan 
a new look and Make it shorter an! more easily underetood. The present 
introductory section of the Peace Plan made a link between German re* 
unification and disarmament and could ue reworded to be even stronger. 
It seemed that there was agreement in tue Group not to change the 
present security and disarmament aspects of the Western Peace Plan, so 
that the Working Group had the choice either to include them as they 
were or to leave them out completely. Mr- Wlnokler said he felt the new 
look in the Western approach anould come from an all-Berlin proposal and 
that it would be difficult to spark up the already complex Peace Plan. 
Mr. Kohler , noted that the Western side hud propossd an all-Derlin pro- 
posal in the Geneva Conference of foreign Ministers. Mr. Wlncklor said 
that was correct but that this had been done too late in the conference 
for it to huve a maximum public effeot. 

Dr. Carstsnc eaid it waa the German feeling that the disarmament 
section was too important to be dropped from the Peace Plan. Rather 
tttan drop these portions, the German side would prefer not to resubmit 
the Peace Plan at all. It was posuible that if the disarmament portions 
were removed from the Peace Plan that this would require the alteration 
or reuoval of the security phases of the Plan. Witliout treatment of the 
security question the Western Peace Plan would acaroely be considered a 
realistic inducement to tne lioviets seriously to negotiate on the German 
question. Mr. Wlnokler eaid to omit an important part of the Peace Plan 
would raise many questions and that he coneidered Or. Cartten's idea of 
an oral declaration to be a good one. The Western Peace Plan was a 
package proposal and it was doubtful whether the Working Oroup should 
attempt to open up this package and attempt to take it apart. fc»rd Mood 
said he was ready to be oonvinoed by the German argumentation at this 
point. Mr. Kohler eaid it might be useful if an editorial subgroup 
examined the question. For example, if Dr. Cars tens' proposal were to 
be followed, this portion of the Working Oroup report should contain 
epeoifio language on the subject for consideration of the Foreign 
Ministers. It was agreed that a subgroup would work on this question. 

'.'ith regard to the section of the all-German report dealing with 

Hoviet 



CO:iyiJSHTI AL 

-3- 

iioviot peace treaty proposal*. Mr. Kohlsr said he would like to suggest 
that the Jestern powers jive consideration to adopting a standard 
terminology in calling these ^ropooala ~ue Soviet "partition proposals" 
or proposals for the partition of Germany uince this was their intent. 
It would oe quite wrong to accept the 'Joviut terminology on this question 
without rebuttal. In general, thare was a necessity for more aggressive 
presummit publicity approach by the Jestern powars u 

Jr. Carstena expressed doubt as to the desirability of a Western 
proposal to discuss a peace treaty in the all-German context, ouch a 
Western proposal might detract from and weaken the force of the Western 
plebiscite proposal,, which the German federal Government heartily sup- 
ported. »<r. Kohlsr noted that it was possible that the peace treaty issue 
could be used as a tactical device for extended discussion and negotiation 
by Foreign Ministers* deputies without making concessions to the Soviet 
idea that a peace treaty should be applied to separate parts of Germany. 
Jr., Cars tens questioned whether it made sense to discuss the content of 
the peace treaty without first resolving the question of with whom it 
would oe negotiated, lord Hood said that the language of the American 
paper on this question was ambiguous. Apparently the possibility of 
disoussion of a peace treaty had been considered as a purely tactical 
device and as such had some merits.. If the occasion arose, it would be 
desirable to have our own draft principles of the peace treaty rather than 
negotiating on the basis of the iioviet principles. At any rate, this 
suggestion was intended for post-summit negotiation. 

Dr. Caretens questioned the treatment of the all-German committee 
in the Amerioan paper unless the subject were more specifically defined., 
In general, the German side saw nothing to be gained from an all-German 
disoussion and a great deal to oe lost through giving status to the Bast 
German regime. Lord Mood asked in this regard what was the current 
standing of the earlier Bundestag resolution favoring some form of all- 
German commission under four-power supervision. Jr. Garstona said that 
that he would like to state in confidence tiiat the federal Qovernment 
did not consider this resolution binding on its actions and, furthermore* 
that many Bundestag members who would have originally voted for the 
resolution had changed their minds in the intervening period when Soviet 
aims on Germany had become clearer „ Mr, Kohler suggested that in view 
of the German objections, tne sections of the draft piper on disarmament, 
peace treaty, and the all-German committee be left in abeyance until the 
Working Group had considered the tactics paper., 
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